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Front Page News 


The current year visits upon the National Conference of Bar 
Examiners several important changes. Pursuant to action of the 
Board of Managers, the Conference has moved its headquarters from 
Denver to the American Bar Center in Chicago. This move was com- 
pleted on August 19, 1961. On your next trip to Chicago, you are 
most cordially invited to drop in and see our new offices. 


The move of the Conference from Denver to Chicago has brought 
about a still more important change. Miss Marjorie Merritt (more 
affectionately known as “our Miss Marjorie”) understandably could 
not uproot herself from Denver, the city she loves, and take up per- 
manent residence in Chicago. She therefore resigned as Director of 
the Conference and the Board of Managers has appointed C. Richard 
Locke as the new Director. Mr. Locke was born in Taylorville, Illinois. 
He attended DePauw University, obtained his LL.B. from St. Louis 
University in 1950, and during the war served in Naval Intelligence 
and was division officer on a carrier. He has held positions with the 
U. S. Department of Labor and the Illinois State Chamber of Com- 
merce, and for the past year has been a staff member of the American 
Bar Association. Mr. Locke’s experience and background amply qualify 
him as Director of the Conference and we are- most happy to have 
him with us in this capacity. 


Miss Merritt’s devotion to the Conference and her thirty years of 
service still motivate her to continue her interest in our activities. 
She has consented to move temporarily to Chicago, where she will 
work with Mr. Locke until December, setting up the new offices. 
She will then return to Denver and serve the Conference in the many 
fields in which she is so adept. It is most reassuring to know that her 
experience, dedication and services will still be available. 


The recent meeting of the National Conference of Bar Examiners 
in St. Louis was well attended. A splendid program, under the able 
leadership of John A. Eckler as Chairman, was well received and 
accounted for one of the largest audiences in our history. The Confer- 
ence is deeply indebted to Mr. Eckler for his services as Chairman 
during the fiscal year 1960-1961. 


Samuel J. Kanner 


Chairman 
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Dual Character Investigation: 


At Time of Law School Registration 
and Prior to Admission to the Bar 
By Samuel J. Kanner* 


Member of Florida Board of Bar Examiners and 
Chairman of National Conference of Bar Examiners 


The Florida Board of Bar Ex- 
aminers has employed the dual fea- 
ture of character investigation since 
the Supreme Court of Florida as- 
sumed full jurisdiction over admis- 
sions on November 1, 1955, and cre- 
ated the present Board of Bar 
Examiners. The aspect of character 
investigation which brings about a 
“dual quality” is the provision in 
the Florida Rules requiring “Student 
Registration” and, therefore, is lim- 
ited in its application to law students 
who seek admission to the Florida 
bar examination immediately follow- 
ing their graduation from an ac- 
Samuel J. Kanner credited law school. 





STUDENT REGISTRATION AND INVESTIGATION 


The Florida Board undertakes a character investigation of all 
students who register and renews this investigation when the stu- 
dent’s registration is converted into an application for admission to the 
bar examination following his graduation from law school. While this 
has been referred to as “dual” investigation, I think “continuing” 
investigation would be a more accurate term. 


Student registration is not an innovation to bar examining boards. 
As late as 1952 twenty-five states had some provision for law student 
registration.) Their requirements varied in their application. Some 
states required the registration of all law students, some only of stu- 





* An address at the Annual Meeting of the National Conference of Bar Examiners in Washington, 
August, 1960. 
(1) Bar Examinations and Requirements for Admission to the Bar “Brenner Report” Page 105. 
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dents studying in law offices or by any means other than an approved 
law school. This latter application of the system is now obsolete at 
least in those states whose standards recognize only graduation from 
an accredited law school. 

Student registration as employed in Florida is used solely and 
exclusively as a check-up on law students desiring to be ultimately 
admitted to the practice of law in Florida, a check-up or review, if 
you please, first as to their qualifications in the light of the standards 
of the Florida Bar, and second as to their character and fitness at 
the time of their admission to law school. The term “registration” as 
used here is not to be confused with “application”. Application is 
required only a few weeks or months before taking the bar examina- 
tion. Registration refers to an earlier action taken by the student 
within a prescribed period of time following his admission into the 
law school. 

The rules of the Florida Board of Bar Examiners applicable to 
student registration provide in part: 

1. That every person intending to apply for admission to the bar 
examination must register within 150 days following commencement 
of study at an accredited law school and that he file all papers and 
documents required of a regular applicant.‘?) It should be noted that 
this provision applies to all law students and is not limited to those 
enrolled in Florida law schools. Out-of-state law schools are regularly 
contacted at intervals and advised of this requirement so that they 
may apprise their law students of the rule. 

2. The student’s registration is converted into an application for 
admission to the bar examination by the student filing a supplemen- 
tary form to his registration.‘*) This supplementary form brings his 
original registration up to date since the original registration form 
requires the same detailed information required of a regular applica- 
tion for admission to the bar examination. 

3. The student registration is accompanied by a fee of $10.00 
and, upon it being converted into an application for admission to the 
bar examination, the usual fee of $90.00 is required. 

The registration rules are implemented with enforcement provi- 
sions. The Board, in its discretion, may or may not admit an appli- 
cant for admission to the bar examination who has failed to register 
as required by the rules. The Board may permit a late filing of a 
student registration when it appears an applicant has failed to register 





(2) Rules and Regulations of the Florida Board of Bar Examiners: Rule IV, Sec. 30. 
(3) Rules and Regulations of the Florida Board of Bar Examiners: Rule II, Sec. 11. 
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properly and may fix the date such applicant may be admitted to an 
examination. However, every late registration must be accompanied 
by a fee of $75.00 instead of $10.00, and the privilege of filing a late 
registration can only be obtained by filing a petition with the Board 
setting forth the reason or cause for the late filing of the registration.) 
If it appears from a student registration that unusual investigative 
procedure will be necessary, the Board has the authority to require 
an additional fee of $50.00 from the registrant to cover the cost of 
additional or unusual investigation.) 

After an investigation of the registrant, taking into consideration 
the information contained on his registration form, as well as any 
additional information gained by the Board’s independent investiga- 
tion, the Board may make a direct finding that the registrant is unfit, 
or the Board may make a finding that it is in doubt concerning his 
fitness. The Board then certifies its determination to the Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court of Florida where the certificate is filed along 
with the registrant’s file for such action as the Court deems appro- 
priate. ‘® 

Initially a very limited investigation is conducted into the stu- 
dent’s background. The investigation includes a detailed study of all 
his answers set forth on his registration form, a review of his school 
records, military records and arrest records, and the filing of his 
fingerprints with the Federal Bureau of Investigation. If this investi- 
gation and review reveal nothing of a derogatory nature, the file is 
then placed in suspense until converted during the student’s senior 
year into an application for admission to the bar examination. 

Where, however, the limited investigation reveals or brings to 
light the slightest question or reflection upon the student’s character 
and fitness, a thorough investigation is undertaken. If further investi- 
gation indicates the necessity, a formal hearing is conducted which 
the student is required to attend. The Board may, at the conclusion 
of such formal hearing, certify its findings to the Supreme Court under 
the rules. 

The provisions of the Florida Board of Bar Examiners’ rules 
applicable to student registration became effective May 1, 1956. Since 
the inception of the program over two thousand law students have 
registered and have been processed by the Florida Board. To date, 
we have found it unnecessary to certify to the Supreme Court any 
adverse finding relative to a law student registration. One, however, 





(4) Rules and Regulations of the Florida Board of Bar Examiners: Rule IV, Sec. 31. 
(5) Rules and Regulations of the Florida Board of Bar Examiners: Rule IV, Sec. 33. 
(6) Rules and Regulations of the Florida Board of Bar Examiners: Rule IV, Sec. 34. 


62 























should not draw the conclusion that the program is without value 
and unnecessary. Such a conclusion would be highly erroneous as 
the following case histories will indicate. 


One of the first student registrations filed with the Board in 1956 
cast doubt on the registrant’s fitness because of an unusual debt to 
a photo supply shop and, further, the student’s rather evasive answers 
to the questions on the registration form. A more than routine investi- 
gation was undertaken by the Board which revealed that a complaint 
charging the student with rape had first been filed and then later with- 
drawn. A statement was made by the prosecutrix at the time the com- 
plaint was filed in which she stated that she had been posing for the 
student who was engaged in the reproduction of pornographic mate- 
rial. A report from the ID section of the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion revealed that this student had been implicated in interstate trans- 
portation of stolen property. The registrant was advised of the results 
of the investigation, whereupon he withdrew from law school and 
departed from the State of Florida. Obviously, this was a case which 
would have resulted in the student’s unfitness being certified to the 
Court had he not undertaken to abandon the study of law. 


The information which the Examiners obtain from the registra- 
tion forms as well as from the investigation, where required, is con- 
veyed to the law school in which the registrant is enrolled. This pro- 
cedure was started within the past year because the Examiners are 
aware that in most instances the law schools are not equipped to 
conduct more than a cursory investigation of their freshmen. The 
Examiners now place at the disposition of the law school any deroga- 
tory information which is directly connected or which reflects upon 
the applicant’s matriculation to the law school. In several instances 
the Examiners have discovered that students have filed a fraudulent 
application to gain admission into a law school—information that they 
had been dropped or had been expelled by another law school. Upon 
receiving these facts, the Dean of the law school is then in a position 
to undertake such action as he may desire long before the student 
becomes an applicant for admission to the bar. He immediately be- 
comes a law school problem and will not become a Board problem 
unless the law school shirks its duty. This new policy of making 
information available to the law schools has already resulted in the 
expulsion of students from Florida law schools for significant cause. 


The law schools in Florida subject their entering freshmen to 
an orientation program. The Board of Bar Examiners, in cooperation 
with the law schools, has become an integral part of this orientation 
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program and an entering law student is brought into immediate con- 
tact with the Board and advised of the provisions of the student regis- 
tration. The student’s initial contact during “orientation” with the 
Board of Bar Examiners and the mere requirement that he file a 
lengthy and detailed registration form have created an extremely 
salutary effect upon the freshman student which awakens in him a 
realization of the responsibility he must assume. 


The effect of our registration requirements has been intensified 
by still another type of action which the Board employs in Florida. 
This is the use of the formal hearing even though any derogatory 
information uncovered is not sufficient to culminate in terminal action. 
In these instances the freshman student is required to appear before 
the Board and is given a graphic example of his responsibilities and 
his departure from them. The student is questioned and advised that 
based on his past history the Board is placing him on moral probation, 
so to speak, and that the Examiners will continue to observe him. 


We are particularly pleased with one of the early cases which 
we processed in this manner. The student’s hearing was conducted 
in 1957 while he was a freshman law student. His subsequent law 
school record indicates that he became an outstanding student, both 
academically and in the field of extra-curricular activities. He gradu- 
ated with high honors and was granted admission to the March 1960 
examination which resulted in his being ranked among the most suc- 
cessful who submitted to this examination. The student registration 
program may in this connection be one of salvage. However, I do not 
wish to imply that all cases have met with such outstanding and 
gratifying results. 


In 1955 Florida was the twelfth state in number of admissions 
to the bar gained through examination. By 1958, just three years later, 
Florida was the sixth state in the number of admissions gained by 
examination. The increased demands upon the Board’s workload and 
the necessity for careful investigation are obvious. The Florida Board 
gives two examinations a year, one the first week in March and one 
the first week in August. These two examinations are designed to 
accommodate the midyear and June graduates. The months of April, 
May, June and July, and December, January and February there- 
fore must be devoted entirely to the preparation of the bar examina- 
tion and the investigation of applicants for admission. The processing 
of student registrations must be sandwiched in between these peak 
workloads. 


64 

















The Florida Board serves every applicant who is denied admis- 
sion with a formal finding, setting forth evidence to substantiate the 
Board’s ruling. This requires that the Examiners employ every investi- 
gative technique available. Where warranted, we even undertake con- 
stant surveillance, which we believe is the ultimate technique. We 
find that by scrutinizing the background of registrants and applicants 
with this degree of thoroughness, we must spend an enormous amount 
of time disproving malicious rumors, gossip and innuendoes. This is 
where the student registration program is particularly helpful, as the 
following case will exemplify. 

A student registration filed with the Board indicated the release 
of the student from governmental service for reasons which, at the 
outset, appeared to be highly questionable. He was suspected of having 
filed fraudulent documents. A thorough investigation was conducted 
which took many months to complete. The information gained in the 
investigation provided irrefutable evidence that the student had been 
guilty of nothing other than an honest disagreement with a superior 
over a procedural matter. Had it not been for the student registration 
program, the Board would not have come in contact with this informa- 
tion until the student had made application for admission to the bar 
examination. His admission would have been deferred until the investi- 
gation could have been completed. The opportunity to investigate the 
matter while this young man was in law school obviated what could 
have been a severe hardship. 


The very existence of the student registration program removes 
from the Florida Examiners the irksome task of denying admission 
to the examination of recently graduated law students. Prior to the 
adoption of the student registration program the admitting authority 
was constantly confronted with the lament “Why didn’t you tell me 
before I spent this time and money in the study of the law?” While 
this argument is specious, examiners and courts are human and are 
prone at times to give it some credence. With student registration 
Florida Examiners have a ready answer, “Why did you not provide 
the necessary information in your registration, so that an early de- 
termination could have been made?” The registration program does 
not eliminate all of our investigative ills, but it certainly places the 
Examiners in a more judicious climate. 

Much has been said of the responsibility of law schools to uncover 
character deficiencies in entering law students. This is a difficult task 
for law schools because of their lack of the personnel and finances 
so vital to the fulfillment of such a responsibility. If student registra- 
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tion does nothing more, it remedies this weakness and enables the 
law school to rid itself of students who cannot measure up to the 
required standards. It also marks the difference between giving the 
law schools advice and lending them a helping hand. 


INVESTIGATION Prior TO ADMISSION TO THE BAR 


The second phase of dual investigation is that investigation which 
is made of all applicants immediately following their application for 
admission into the bar examination. 


The advent of the Konigsberg‘”) and Schware‘®) decisions by the 
Supreme Court of the United States brought about a reappraisal by 
the Florida Board of Bar Examiners of its investigative procedures. 
This reappraisal culminated in sweeping changes. The impetus for 
this action was the realization that even though the rules relating to 
admissions place upon the applicant the burden of proving his good 
character,‘®) dependence upon the rule is unrealistic. The Florida 
Board was convinced that if its denial of applicants was to withstand 
the test of appeal, the Board would have in effect to prove that the 
applicant’s character did not meet the required standards and to state 
in comprehensive findings facts and evidence which would support 
such a conclusion. This theory was recently upheld in an opinion of 
the Supreme Court of Arizona.) There is but one way to gain the 
evidence and information such a policy requires and that is intensive 
and thorough investigation. 


I have previously touched upon the limited investigation con- 
ducted in the background of beginning law students at the time of 
their registration. It should be remembered, however, that Florida, 
along with California and several other jurisdictions, is in the some- 
what unique position of examining almost as many out-of-state at- 
torneys as in-state law graduates. This condition has been brought 
about by the great influx of population into Florida. As I have indi- 
cated, every law school graduate must, 150 days preceding the exami- 
nation into which he seeks admission, bring his registration up to 
date by converting it into an application for admission through the 
filing of supplementary forms. Every practicing attorney from other 
jurisdictions must file a complete application for admission into the 
bar examination 180 days in advance of the examination to which he 





(7) Konigsberg v. State Bar of California, United States Supreme Court 353 U.S. 252, 1 L.Ed. 
(2nd) 310, 77 S.Ct. 722. 


(8) Schware vs. Board of Bar Examiners of the State of New Mexico, United States Supreme 
Court 353 U.S. 232, 1 L.Ed. (2nd) 796, 77 S.Ct. 752, 64 A. L. R. (2nd) 288. 


(9) Rules of Supreme Court of Florida Relating to Admissions to the Bar: Art. II, Sec. 12. 
(10) Matter of the Application of John Edmund Burke Supreme Court of Arizona 351 P. 2nd 169. 
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seeks admission. In addition to the prescribed form which the appli- 
cant must file, he must accompany the application with a host of 
allied documents, such as fingerprints, certified copy of matters of liti- 
gation, transcript of academic records, forms of authorization and 
release, law school dean’s certificate, report of separation from the 
Armed Forces, and many other kindred documents. 

Each application received by the Board is first given a complete 
“agency” check. This includes a fingerprint check with the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, review of all transcripts of academic records 
and University personnel records, a check with law enforcement 
agencies in the area of residence, review of Armed Forces personnel 
records, Veterans Administration records, credit records, employment 
records, Department of Public Safety records, medical records, court 
records, Selective Service records, and also a check concerning each 
license or certificate, the procurement of which requires proof of 
good character (such as National Security clearances, beverage licens- 
ing divisions, bond companies, realty boards, hotel and restaurant 
commissions, etc.). 

Following this initial check approximately 30 to 40 inquiries for 
each applicant are mailed to every discernible source. It must be 
revealed that virtually thousands of these inquiries are returned with 
little or no information, but this portion of the investigation is never- 
theless invaluable to the overall investigative program. Take, for 
example, the applicant who indicates on his application that he has 
never been out of the State of Alabama. An inquiry to a former 
neighbor is returned with this comment, “We were well aware of 
this man’s difficulties in Seattle at the time he lived there, but I 
believe he has readjusted in every way.” This is the first lead we 
had that the applicant ever resided in Seattle. Further investigation 
in Seattle revealed information sufficient to deny the applicant ad- 
mission to the examination. We would never have received the lead 
to Seattle had we not employed the use of inquiries just mentioned. 

If the applicant has practiced law in other jurisdictions for a 
lengthy period of time, or is a so-called “itinerant” lawyer, he is, of 
course, processed through the National Conference of Bar Examiners. 

The Florida Board is convinced of the necessity of conducting 
“on the spot” neighborhood investigations of every applicant. How- 
ever, the cost of such action in sparsely populated areas is prohibitive. 
By assigning investigators to densely populated areas, we have been 
able to process approximately 35% to 40% of our applicants through 
regular neighborhood investigations. It can readily be seen that the 
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cost of such investigations is nominal where 15 or 20 can be completed 
each day by one investigator. In sparsely populated areas, however, 
where only one or two such investigations can be conducted each 
day, the cost of such investigation is, of course, prohibitive. In the 
latter cases, the applicants are processed through national appraisal 
companies. A character determination based solely upon the report 
of a national appraisal company is indeed poor. However, experience 
has shown that the processing of all applications, which cannot be 
subjected to neighborhood investigations, through national appraisal 
companies is highly desirable for its “lead” value. 

If the application having passed through the procedures outlined 
is “clear”, the applicant is then advertised statewide in the Florida 
Bar Journal and confidential information is solicited, primarily from 
members of the Florida Bar. We find this action particularly helpful. 
We receive replies both favorable and unfavorable and all such replies 
are given immediate attention. Aside from the investigative value, 
this procedure tends to build good will with the members of our 
Bar. We also receive anonymous tips as a result of this advertising 
procedure, which in a number of instances has led to our uncovering 
information. 

Approximately three weeks before each examination every file 
is reviewed. If nothing significantly irregular has been discovered, 
by formal action of the Examiners the applicant is admitted into the 
examination and is so advised. 

Should any of the foregoing procedures outlined reveal or develop 
something which may be derogatory to the applicant’s character, 
special investigation becomes necessary. It is the use of special investi- 
gation which forms the real core of Florida’s program. 

At its best, written communication can never approach the value 
of person-to-person contact in the field of investigation. On the other 
hand, person-to-person contact is an expensive choice. Total reliance 
on commercial investigative organizations will ultimately result in 
excessive charges from time to time. 


Faced with this dilemma Florida Examiners embarked on a pro- 
gram of securing the services of ex-special agents of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation in all the major areas of the country. This 
has been a difficult task, in that most of these men are enmeshed in 
the present-day business world making a living. In a number of in- 
stances they cannot undertake an investigation at a rate of remunera- 
tion which we can afford to pay. However, through a constant search, 
we have been able to form a network of some sixty men, most of whom 
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are practicing attorneys and as such are highly sympathetic to our 
problems. The investigative work which these men do for us is on a 
“per case” basis, and we must make our schedule conform to those 
of the investigator. This, of course, results in some tense moments 
in view of the deadlines which the Examiners must meet, but the 
value of these sixty dedicated men to our overall program is incal- 
culable. Without them our entire investigative procedure would be 
far less effective. 


In every instance where an irregularity develops through the 
routine investigative procedures, the information is immediately dis- 
patched to an investigator in the particular area for a thorough on- 
the-spot investigation. The primary purpose for this is the gathering 
of evidence, to dispel or prove the rumor or suggestion which was 
initially received through a routine means. We use this system of 
personal contact to dispel as well as to prove rumors. 


It is true that a substantial majority of the applicants encounter 
little or no difficulty in meeting character and fitness requirements. 
On the other hand, it is interesting to note that since 1956 the Florida 
Examiners have been confronted with applications, the investigation 
of which revealed applicants to have been involved in embezzlement, 
fraud, traffic in pornography, illicit traffic in narcotics, grand larceny, 
vagrancy, perjury, interstate transportation of stolen property, traffic 
in prostitution and commercialized vice, statutory rape, indecent ex- 
posure, other sex offenses, alteration of sworn statements, violation 
of immigration laws, violation of state liquor laws, income tax evasion, 
mail fraud, aggravated assault, offenses against family and children, 
membership in known subversive organizations, extortion, and many 
other offenses. ‘!!) 


Such activities as unauthorized practice, commingling of funds, 
unethical business practice, deceit, fraudulent real estate transactions, 
and a host of other grievances have also been discovered in the back- 
ground of attorneys who are applicants from other jurisdictions. 


Is such investigative procedure necessary? If it only prevents one 
undeserving applicant from being admitted to our Bar, we feel it has 
been more than justified. 


The Florida Examiners have found that the absence of investiga- 
tion by personal contact frequently culminates in the admission to 
the Bar of applicants who would be otherwise denied. Let me cite a 
case in point. 





(11) 64 A. L. R. (2nd) 288-331. 


69 








We were ready to admit this particular applicant to the bar ex- 
amination. However, we received a lead on a torn scrap of paper 
mailed by a Bible salesman living on an island off the Florida Coast. 
This man had rather belatedly read the advertisement in the Bar 
Journal that our applicant would soon be admitted to the bar exami- 
nation. In an interview this man revealed the applicant’s involvement 
in several arrests. Why had not our prior inquiry elicited this informa- 
tion? Apparently the inquiry to the municipal law enforcement office 
received only cursory processing as a person-to-person contact later 
revealed a lengthy arrest record. Further inquiry revealed that there 
was a breakdown in communications between municipal and county 
agencies and the county law enforcement office had absolutely no 
record of our applicant. In addition, one of the law enforcement offi- 
cers, who later became a key witness, was in dire financial stress, 
and uncooperative because the applicant had provided him with an 
after-hours job. Within forty-eight hours of our contacting this indi- 
vidual, he came forth of his own volition and provided us with suffi- 
cient evidence. 


Using the information which we gained in the investigation in 
Florida, we further investigated this applicant in the North where 
he had been engaged in the practice of law for several years. There 
we discovered that the applicant had been most unethical in his law 
practice. Why had we discovered this now and not before? Our mail 
inquiries were all negative. Personal investigation, however, revealed 
that the applicant resided in a small community in the North and that 
his father was president of the only local bank. The applicant’s father 
had spent a large portion of his time bailing out his son and covering 
his son’s tracks. Only personal contact could gain the evidence needed 
in this case to effectively establish a record which would substantiate 
his denial into the Bar of Florida. We did and he was. 


We have found that the mere reputation for conducting efficient 
and thorough investigation permeates all sources of available informa- 
tion and invites cooperation. Our method of investigation has been 
helpful in two ways: (1) the tremendous increase and degree of co- 
operation from officials who are contacted and the deterring effect 
on questionable applicants; (2) the number of requests for applica- 
tion forms in Florida far exceeds the number of applications actually 
filed. For every five persons requesting application forms, only two 
actually file. It does not seem probable that all of these persons had 
a change of heart due to change in fortune, family, health or business 
opportunity, and the fact that some applicants later attempt to with- 
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draw applications as our investigation develops further proves the 
salutary effect of the method. 

Florida’s rules have recently been amended to provide that any 
applicant who gains admission to the examination upon false informa- 
tion supplied to the Board of Bar Examiners, may be further investi- 
gated by the Board, which may recommend to the Supreme Court of 
Florida the revocation of such applicant’s license. A limitation is placed 
upon this procedure, however, of one year."!2) We believe that this 
has now closed the “hole in the dike”. 

I have outlined the procedure for character investigations which 
is employed by the Florida Board of Bar Examiners. I do not believe 
that the value of “dual investigation” can actually be measured. I 
believe that the student registration provision is a strong deterrent 
to the entry of questionable students into law school and enables law 
schools to measure up to their responsibility. More important, how- 
ever, it fills the gap between law schools and examiners. I am also 
convinced that the personal contact method of investigation is a de- 
terrent to applicants of questionable character. 

In all probability we do not uncover all undeserving applicants, 
but we are convinced that we have made it far more difficult for 
them to gain admission to the Florida Bar and, when they are denied 
in our state, their denial will stand the test of an appeal. 


(12) Rules and Regulations of the Florida Board of Bar Examiners: Rule III, Sec. 22. 


Personal and Professional 


“F.W.P. is a friend of some fifteen years and when I use the word 
‘friend’ I give it the full Shakespearean meaning. Over the years he 
has been a gentle but strict tutor in the art of sailing and skiing for 
me, for my wife, and for my children, and I admire his skill though 
I’m probably his biggest disappointment. He and I have been partners 
in ventures and projects that turned out well and that turned out ill 
and I’ve always found him as fair as he was good humored, and as 
able to turn on the power of the law to enforce our rights as he was 
to be merciful when justice seemed the wiser course. Thus I can 
speak for his character and to a somewhat limited degree for his legal 
ability. 

“As for his professional reputation, I can say from the hearsay 
of two of his opponents who represented companies with assets in 
eights and nines that they just wished he’d been on their side of the 
court instead.” 
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Stuart B. Campbell Honored 


At its recent meeting, the Fel- 
lows of the American Bar Founda- 
tion presented a certificate to Stuart 
B. Campbell which read as follows: 

“The Fellows of the American 
Bar Foundation present this certifi- 
cate to Stuart Bland Campbell in 
recognition of your great stature as 
a legal scholar and lawyer and your 
adherence to the highest principles 
and traditions of the legal profession 
for more than fifty years and of your 
outstanding public service in your 
community and in the nation. 

“Your life and your energies 
have been given freely to your na- 
tive Virginia and its people. Beyond 
your devotion to your multitude of clients, you have served the public 
as an Attorney for The Commonwealth, a member of the General 
Assembly of Virginia, and as a representative of your state in the 
Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws. As President 
of the Virginia State Bar Association and President of the Virginia 
Board of Bar Examiners, you have been a leader of the legal profes- 
sion in Virginia. 

“But you have not limited your services to your community or 
your state. You have striven continuously to improve the law, the 
administration of justice and the legal profession of the nation. In 
addition to your endeavors for the American Law Institute and the 
American Judicature Society, you have been one of the American 
Bar Association’s outstanding leaders. Your great knowledge of the 
law and your judgment have had their influence in numerous com- 
mittees and sections, and you have served with great distinction as a 
Charter member of the House of Delegates for more than two decades. 





Stuart B. Campbell 


“Your life and your career stand as an example of the highest 
traditions of a noble profession.” 


Mr. Campbell made the following response to the presentation: 


“The honor of receiving this award overwhelms me, mere words 
are inadequate to express my appreciation of your action. In this 
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situation, and in this distinguished gathering, I find myself rather 
aptly described by an Old Baptist Elder of my neighboring county of 
Carroll, in Virginia. This county lies astride the Blue Ridge, so sym- 
pathetically pictured by John Fox in ‘The Trail of the Lonesome Pine,’ 
and whose inhabitants Walter Hines Page called ‘Our Contemporary 
Ancestors.’ In these surroundings customs and sects still survive that 
time seems to have overlooked. Among these is a congregation offi- 
cially known as the Primitive Baptists, but generally referred to as 
the Hardshells or Ironsides. They have no paid clergy, each church 
is served by an elder who earns his living by secular pursuits; while 
they belittle education they often possess a sharp native wit. Into this 
community, one summer came a Methodist minister who bore the 
title, ‘Doctor of Divinity,’ a man slight in physical stature, but great 
in mentality, and powerful in exhortation. Some of the Elder Rankin’s 
flock showed interest in the preaching of the Doctor and one of them 
asked the Elder’s opinion of the new brother. The old gentleman 
replied: ‘Well, I hear the woods is full of this here D. D. lightning 
and that hit has done struck all the big timber and is now hitting the 
saplings.’ Ladies and Gentlemen, I am the sapling. 


“If I thought for an instant that this honor was bestowed on 
Stuart Campbell, personally, while my love and gratitude for the 
awarding authorities would be unbounded, my respect for their judg- 
ment would be impaired, and, hence, I conceive that this award is 
made, not to me, but through me, to that vanishing group known as 
the Country Lawyers. 

“On a recent judicial occasion my Federal District was described 
as possibly the last stand of the Country Lawyer. We still ride circuit, 
albeit in automobiles and not on horseback, as did our forbears, and 
though we carry brief cases instead of saddle-pockets, we retain some 
of the characteristics of passed generations. 


“The Country Lawyer, now as then, accepts all cases tendered 
him, whether the client be prominent or obscure, rich or poor, white 
or colored, popular or unpopular, and whether it be a criminal pro- 
ceeding, an action at law, or a suit in equity. If it is in a criminal 
matter, it may be a capital offense or a mere peccadillo; if on the legal 
side of the court, it may be the classical action of ejectment involving 
hundreds of acres of mountain land, or it may concern only the 
boundary line between two farms; it may be an action for personal 
injuries or death, or more prosaically an attempt to collect a debt; 
it may be an action arising under one of those multitudinous Federal 
or State statutes, unknown, and ofttimes foreign, to the common law. 
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If in chancery, it may deal with an unhappy domestic situation or 
concern the validity of a will, or the construction of a deed. In any 
event, the rural practitioner gives his best, guided by the principle 
that his client is entitled to every right fairly accorded him by law 
and to receive that ‘Equal Justice Under the Law’ that is the goal of 
our profession. 


“The country lawyer gravitates to politics as naturally as he does 
to hunting and fishing, and with as much zest. He usually recognizes 
his religious responsibilities, nor does he shirk civic duties. When he 
has answered his final docket-call his epitaph may be written in eight 
words: ‘He worked hard, lived well and died poor.’ 


“Mr. Chairman, on behalf of this group of practitioners, I accept 
this award to them, and express their, and my, thanks and gratitude 
to you and to the Fellows of the American Bar Association.” 


The Bar Examiner wishes to make an additional comment regard- 
ing Mr. Campbell: He was one of the organizers of the National Con- 
ference of Bar Examiners, served on its first Executive Committee 
in 1931-1933, and always attends its annual meeting. He has been a 
member of the Virginia Board of Law Examiners since 1923, and has 
our congratulations. 


Out; From Under the Umbrella 


“Our firm normally aids a fellow lawyer at any time we are able 
to do so and have never charged a fellow lawyer for service. However, 
we felt that the subject’s conduct should ‘take him out from under 
the umbrella of the legal fraternity.’ I felt that an attorney, above 
all others, should by no stretch of the imagination ever leave his 
family penniless to ferret for themselves and run off with another 
woman and have no remorse or regret whatsoever. Of course, I 
thoroughly agree that an attorney, where grounds exist, is as much 
entitled to a divorce as anyone, but I feel quite strongly that any 
person licensed to practice law must conduct himself on a plane far 
above the standards that are set for other professions and businesses. 
I would further state that, unless this man has done a complete re- 
versal of his actions and thinking while living in our county, he 
would not be an addition to the Bar of any state nor a credit to any 
community. However, if he does have himself right with his Maker, 
which I am sure would take more than a few short prayers, then and 
only then could he be considered to become a member of any Bar.” 
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Florida’s English Writing Test 


Excerpts from the “Bulletin of Information for Applicants” 


WHO MUST TAKE THIS TEST? All applicants for admission into 
the March, 1961, Florida Bar Examination and all subsequent 
examinations, who have not, since 1950, submitted to the Achieve- 
ment Test in English Composition presented by the College En- 
trance Examination Board of Educational Testing Service. 

AUTHORITY? Order of the Supreme Court of Florida, March 14, 1960. 

WHEN? See application form. 

WHERE? Any one of approximately 45 test centers in the United 
States. 

APPLICATION DEADLINE? See application form. 

FEE? None required. 

APPLICATION FORM? Enclosed. 

Pursuant to the Order of the Supreme Court of Florida dated 
March 14, 1960, all applicants for admission into the March, 1961, 
Florida Bar Examination and all Bar Examinations thereafter, must 
submit to an English Achievement Test. The official title of this test 
will be “Florida Board of Bar Examiners English Writing Test.” 

There will be no minimum score and the score attained will in no 
way affect any applicant’s admission into the Florida Bar Examina- 
tion. However, each score will become a portion of a three-year 
statistical study and a portion of each applicant’s permanent record. 
For this reason, each applicant should exert every effort to excel 
when submitting to this writing test. 

This test will be prepared, administered, and graded by the Edu- 
cational Testing Service. 

Unless you have submitted to the test in English Composition 
presented by the College Entrance Examination Board of Educational 
Testing Service since the year 1950, you must submit to the English 
Writing Test preceding your admission into a Florida Bar Examina- 
tion. Failure to submit to the test will result in the deferral of your 
admission into the Bar Examination. 

The English Writing Test will be presented at approximately 45 
test centers. You will find enclosed an application form listing the 
locality of each of these test centers. Please determine the test center 
where you wish to submit to the English Writing Test (see application 
form for testing date), CIRCLE this center on the application form, 
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and immediately return it to the Florida Board of Bar Examiners. 
You cannot change your selection of test center. 





If you are absolutely certain that you have, since the year 1950, 
submitted to the Achievement Test in English Composition presented 
by the College Entrance Examination Board of Educational Testing 
Service, it is not necessary that you now submit to the Florida Board 
of Bar Examiners English Writing Test. You may check the space 
provided on the enclosed application form and return same to this 
office. You must also immediately write directly to Educational Test- 
ing Service, 20 Nassau Street, Princeton, New Jersey, giving your 
full name; address; examination number, if possible; date on which 
the test was taken; plus one dollar transcript fee; and request Educa- 
tional Testing Service to forward your score directly to the Florida 
Board of Bar Examiners, Supreme Court Building, Tallahassee, Florida. 
IF THERE IS ANY DOUBT AS TO WHETHER OR NOT YOU HAVE PREVIOUSLY 
SUBMITTED TO THIS TEST, IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOU FILE AN APPLICA- 
TION FOR ADMISSION INTO THE FLORIDA BOARD OF BAR EXAMINERS ENGLISH 
WRITING TEST, AS YOU MUST PRODUCE EVIDENCE OF SUBMISSION TO ONE 
OF THESE TESTS PRECEDING YOUR ADMISSION INTO THE FLORIDA BAR 
EXAMINATION. 


After undertaking the foregoing actions, approximately two (2) 
weeks preceding the testing date, you will be apprised of the specific 
address of the test center to which you are to report. 


Description of the English Writing Test 


The English Writing Test sponsored by the Florida Board of Bar 
Examiners is intended to measure your ability to write correctly and 
effectively. It tests for familiarity with the fundamental principles of 
grammar and syntax, for competence in organizing a piece of writing 
in a clear and logical way, and for the ability actually to produce 
effective writing. The kinds of competence which it requires are built 
up over many years of training and experience. Last minute cram- 
ming in preparation for the test is therefore not likely to be of much 
help. However, it is useful to familiarize yourself with the mechanics 
of taking the test and with the kinds of material which will appear 
in the test. For this purpose, we have provided in this bulletin direc- 
tions for taking the various parts of the test together with a number 
of practice questions. After you have studied the directions you should 
try the practice questions and then check the correctness of your 
responses by referring to the answer keys which follow. 
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Time Schedule for the Test 

The English Writing Test is one hour in length. A specific address 
for the test center you select and the time when you are to report will 
be sent to you prior to the examination date. 


Taking the Test 

When you are taking the test, read the directions for each section 
with care. If you skip over instructions too hastily, you may miss a 
main idea and thus lose credit for an entire section. 

Although the test stresses accuracy more than speed, it is impor- 
tant for you to use your time as economically as possible. Work 
steadily and as rapidly as you can without becoming careless. Take 
the questions in order, but do not waste time in pondering over ques- 
tions which contain extremely difficult or unfamiliar material. Go on 
to other questions and come back to the difficult ones later if you 
have time. 

Many candidates wonder whether or not to guess the answers to 
questions about which they are not certain. In this test a percentage 
of the wrong answers will be subtracted from the number of right 
answers as a correction for haphazard guessing. It is improbable, 
therefore, that mere guessing will improve your score significantly; 
it may even lower your score, and it does take time. If, however, you 
are not sure of the correct answer but have some knowledge of the 
question and are able to eliminate one or more of the answer choices 
as wrong, your chance of getting the right answer is improved, and it 
will be to your advantage to answer such a question. 


Some Necessary Rules 

No books, dictionaries or papers of any kind may be taken into 
the examination room; you are urged not to bring them to the center 
at all. Anyone who is found to have such materials with him will not 
be permitted to continue the test. Anyone giving or receiving any 
kind of assistance during the test will be asked to leave the room. 
His testbook and answer sheet will be taken from him and returned 
to ETS, but his answer sheet will not be scored. The incident will be 
reported to the Florida Board of Bar Examiners. 

Scratchwork may be done in the margins of the testbooks. Scratch 
paper is not permitted. 

You must turn in all testbooks and answer sheets at the close of 
the examination period. No test materials, documents, or memoranda 
of any sort are to be taken from the room. Disregard of this rule will 
be considered as serious an offense as cheating. 
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If you wish to leave the room during a rest period or while a 
test is in progress, you must secure permission from the supervisor. 

The test will be held only on the day and at the time scheduled. 
Be on time for the test. Under no circumstances will supervisors honor 
requests for a change in schedule. You will not be permitted to con- 
tinue the test or any part of it beyond the established time limit. You 
should bring a watch. 

To avoid errors or delay in reporting scores: 

1. Always use the same form of your name in signing your appli- 
cation form, your answer sheets, and on any correspondence with 
ETS. Do not write “John T. Jones, Jr.” one time, and “J. T. Jones” 
another. Such inconsistency makes correct identification of papers 
difficult. 

2. Write legibly at all times. 


Practice Test Questions 
The practice questions presented here will familiarize you gen- 
erally with the types of questions which will appear in the English 
Writing Test. a 


Directions: On the following page is a poorly written passage. 
You are to treat it as though it were the first draft of a composition 
of your own, and revise it so that it conforms with standard English. 
Do not omit any ideas and do not add any ideas not now present. You 
may, however, change words which do not express ideas exactly, and 
you may omit words or phrases that are unnecessary. 

In many of the sentences you wili find phrases and clauses which 
are satisfactory as they now stand. Leave such parts alone and con- 
centrate on finding weak places that need changing. 

Corrections should be made by crossing out the word, phrase, or 
mark of punctuation you wish to change and writing your own version 
above it. Make sure that what you intend is clear and unmistakable. 

You are advised to read the passage through quickly before start- 
ing to make corrections. 

[A sample portion of a corrected exercise is then set out in detail, 
followed by the passage to be corrected. | 
Section II 

Directions: This section consists of prose selections with the sen- 
tences for each selection presented in scrambled order. You are to read 
each group and decide on the best order for combining the parts to 
form a well-organized paragraph. Each part is necessary to the whole: 
there are no extra sentences to be eliminated. 
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In organizing the parts, consider “O” to mean that nothing follows. 
Thus if your arrangement of the parts in a three-sentence group is in 
the order of (c), (b), (a) and you are asked what follows (a), your 
answer would be “O,” i.e., “Nothing.” 

Before answering the questions, jot down the correct order of 
the sentences in the space provided; however, be sure to record your 
answers on the answer sheet, as no credit will be given for answers 
recorded elsewhere. 

[A sample group of sentences and questions is shown with the manner 
for answering them, followed by three groups of sentences to be ar- 


ranged in proper order. | Section III 


Directions: The questions in this section consist of numbered sen- 
tences, in each of which four words or phrases are underlined and 
lettered. Many of the sentences contain examples of word choice, 
usage, grammar, or idiom not consistent with the standards of formal 
written English. No sentence contains more than one unsatisfactory 
word or phrase; some sentences are satisfactory as they stand. 

Occasionally you may find that a change in some unlettered part 
of the sentence would make the entire sentence correct. You cannot, 
however, change any unlettered part. Your task is to choose the one 
lettered word or phrase which can be changed in such a way that the 
entire sentence becomes acceptable. 

Read each sentence carefully. For each unsatisfactory word or 
phrase blacken the space beneath the corresponding letter on the 
answer sheet. If there is nothing unsatisfactory in a sentence, blacken 
the space beneath “E.” Remember that no sentence contains more than 
one unsatisfactory place; you will receive no credit for multiple an- 
swers. 

[An example and the right answer are followed by five sentences to 


correct. | 
Solutions to Practice Questions 


[Under this heading the correct answers to the preceding tests are 


shown in detail. | Conia 
onciusion 


If you have read this bulletin carefully, you have made the best 
possible preparation for taking the test, and you can face it without 
undue concern. We do not flatter ourselves that we can make test- 
taking a pleasant process. However, we do believe that, by giving 
you clear instructions about how to take the test and by explaining 
to you the nature of the test, we can make the experience less trying 
for you and can help you to do your best. 
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Admissions to Bar by 
Examinations in 1960 











State =< Sr thi oe. Me 
ee February ........ 24 13 54% 

im 22 16 73% 46 29 63% 
I iiss sccseenaneal eee 23 16 70% 23 16 70% 
| ees February ........ 42 26 62% 

- AS: 109 71 65% 151 97 64% 
SS March. .............. % 21 58% 

: ee eee 31 20 65% 67 41 61% 
eee OS eee 863 346 40% 

September ...... 1,375 774 56% 2,238 1,120 50% 
Colorado..........-.-:---+++++-- eee 112 90 80% 112 90 80% 
Connecticut.................. (a 180 154 86% 

December ...... 51 34 67% 231 188 81% 
are September ...... 29 18 62% 29 18 62% 
Dist. Columbia............ June . 355 208 59% 355 208 59% 
Ee. March ............. 254 214 84% 

August ............ 275 238 87% 529 452 86% 
I oe coed sorenscen February ........ 187 61 33% 

September ...... 314 80 25% 501 141 28% 
0 Nea October .......... 45 19 44% 45 19 44% 
I cantina ccvisastigoclee 7 ee 8 5 638% 

September ...... 20 20 100% 28 25 89% 
I hs icackenietcel ee 238 67% 

September ...... 561 403 12% 915 641 70% 
re, March. ..... 54 44 81% 

ees 118 112. 95% 172 156 91% 
nd ctaeencacia eee 99 95 6% 

October _.......... 37 32 86% 136 127 93% 
IIR cs sccinsccsseensococtes February ........ 74 74 100% 

ea 53 100% 127 127 100% 
Mestucky...............---:.:. a 27 17 63% 

ea 59 48 81% 86 65 76% 
OS een 10 5 50% 

RS 19 6 32% 29 11 38% 
| SEE February ........ 11 4 36% 

SS 20 80% 36 24 67% 
ED a 194 107 55% 

RE iicccciucte as 282 202 72% 476 309 65% 
Massachusetts.............. fT 244 53% 

December ........ 271 124 46% 733 368 50% 
I ces ascctsncce - Seer 147 96 65% 

September ...... 278 237 85% 425 333 78% 
Minnasote..................... CO 36 34 94% 

ite 169 169 100% 205 203 99% 
Mississippi...................- February ........ 12 6 50% 

ere 21 16 76% 33 22 67% 














Admissions to Bar by 
Examinations in 1960 








1960 





ote Exemi Taking Passing Passing Taking Passing Passing 
RR ee mee February ........ $2 75 82% 

PE scene 173 143. 83% 265 218 82% 
Montana......................... October ............ 31 18 58% 31 18 58% 
ee I Ghisccntsnrcee 78 72 92% 78 72 92% 
IR oieistiptrerecees September ...... 31 20 65% 31 20 65% 
New Hampshire.......... (| Seas 30 25 83% 30 25 83% 
New Jersey...............---- February ........ 167 92 55% 

| eae 304 170 56% 471 262 56% 
New Mexico................. February ........ 22 14 64% 

August ........... 26 18 69% 48 32 67% 
Now Tem... (a 933 424 45% 

CO Sees ee 1,767 921 52% 

November ...... 1,126 585 52% 3,826 1,930 50% 
North Carolina............ hegeet  .. 164 136 83% 164 136 83% 
North Dakota............... | | Sees 25 25 100% 25 25 100% 
eee March. .............. 229 185 81% 

: eee 359 292 81% 588 477 81% 
ET February ........ 47 42 89% 

June ....... jacana 123 121 98% 170 163 91% 
COTE SS eee 138 100 72% 138 100 72% 
Pennsylvania................ January ......... 234 134 57% 

ee 404 249 62% 638 383 60% 
Rhode Island................ ees 20 11 55% 

September ...... 23 17 74% 43 28 65% 
South Carolina............ February ........ 55 37 67% 

eee 37 27 73% 92 64 70% 
South Dakota............... August ............ 22 18 82% 22 18 82% 
Tennessee..................-.-- February ........ 59 46 80% 

SEE 112 86 77% 171 132 77% 
.___ EERROSRRRaBC ae 181 157 87% 

 _ eee 301 253 84% 

October ............ 159 132 83% 641 542 85% 
a ea September ...... 64 57 89% 64 57 89% 
eee October _.......... 13 11 85% 13 11 85% 
Wee. s a ee 273 134 49% 

December ........ 204 122 51% 477 256 54% 
Washington................... pee... 56 40 71% 

ASRS 122 89 73% 178 129 72% 
West Virginia.............. March ............. 8 8 100% 

September ...... 8 8 100% 16 16 100% 
Wien... BREE exteintine 31 26 84% 31 26 84% 
Tae... January .......... 4 4 100% 

- SE 18 18 100% 22 22 100% 

_ enn 16,001 9,992 62% 16,001 9,992 62% 
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First-Timers and Repeaters in 1960 

















Percent 
% Repeaters “; Passing for Yr. Repeaters 
State First-Timers Repeaters to Total First- to Total 
% Pass. Taking % Pass. Taking Timers Repeaters Taking 
Exam. 1960 
Alabama............... 60% 9 44% 38% 
71% 1 100% 5% 67% 50% 22% 
pS eer 80% 8 50% 27% 80% 50% 27% 
CO 67% 6 33% 14% 
66% 16 63% 15% 66% 55% 15% 
Arkansas.............- 75% 16 38% 44% 
83% bj 0% 23% 80% 26% 34% 
California............. 44% 594 38% 69% 
67% 391 29% 28% 62% 35% 44% 
Colorado..............- 86% 14 43% 8% 86% 43% 8% 
Connecticut......... 86% 12 75% 7% 
83% 27 14% 53% 86% 60% 17% 
Delaware.............- 60% 4 75% 14% 60% 75% 14% 
Dist. Columbia... 64% 82 40% 23% 64% 40% 23% 
| 91% 85 72% 34% 
92% 43 53% 16% 92% 66% 24% 
Georgia................. 47% 119 24% 64% 
34% 114 10% 36% 37% 18% 47% 
Mawel. 13 51% 8 0% 18% 51% 0% 18% 
POs ccoipcccstccccteed 100% 6 50% 75% 
100% 6 100% 30% 100% 75% 43% 
ee 15% 188 60% 53% 
76% 98 49% 17% 76% 56% 31% 
nT ae 83% . 71% 13% 
95% 7 86% 6% 91% 79% 8% 
NE kn 97% 2 50% 2% 
86% 0 cs 0% 94% 50% 1% 
NS See 100% 0 0% 
100% 0 le 0% 100% 0% 
Kentucky.............. 71% 6 33% 22% 
85% x 57% 12% 81% 46% 16% 
Louwisiana.............: 38% 2 100% 20% 
50% 7 0% 37% 45% 22% 31% 
eee 15% 7 14% 64% 
87% 2 0% 8% 85% 11% 25% 
Marylanid.............. 58% 95 53% 49% 
73% 38 61% 13% 69% 55% 28% 
Massachusetts.... 69% 121 8% 26% 
56% 201 42% 74% 66% 30% 44% 
Michigan............... 73% 49 49% 33% 
89% 30 57% 11% 84% 52% 19% 
Minnesota............. 97% 1 0% 3% 
100% 6 100% 4% 99% 86% 3% 
Mississippi............ 50% 4 50% 
75% 5 80% 24% 67% 67% 3% 
Missouri...............- 81% 24 83% 26% 
84% 13 69% 8% 83% 78% 14% 
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Percent 























1960 % Repeaters ‘; Passing for Yr. Repeaters 
State Exami- First-Timers Repeaters to Total First- to Total 
nation Taking % Pass. Taking % Pass. Taking Timers Repeaters Taking 
Exam. 1960 

Montana................ i ee 16 56% 15 60% 48% 56% 60% 48% 
Nebraska.............. came. ....:. 78 92% 0 0% 92% seh 0% 
Nevada.................. Sept. ...... 
New Hampshire. June ...... 25 84% 5 80% 17% 84% 80% 17% 
New Jersey.......... Feb. ........ 84 58% 83 52% 50% 

July ...... 216 63% 88 39% 29% 62% 45% 36% 
New Mexico........Feb. ........ 14 64% 8 63% 36% 

Aue. ...... 22 73% 4 50% 15% 69% 58% 25% 
New York............. Mar. ...... 237 60% 696 40% 74% 

July ...... 1,487 57% 280 28% 16% 

Nov. ....... 216 52% 910 52% 81% 57% 44% 49% 
North Carolina...Aug. ...... 131 90% 33 55% 20% 90% 55% 20% 
North Dakota.....July .... 24 100% 1 100% 4% 100% 100% 4% 
RE Pers: Mar. ...... 112 88% 117 74% 51% 

July ...... 359 81% 0 ae 0% 83% 74% 20% 
Oklahoma.............Feb. -....... 40 95% 7 57% 15% 

June ...... 119 99% 4 75% 3% 98% 64% 6% 
Oregon.............. aly ...... 115 75% 23 61% 17% 75% 61% 17% 
Pennsylvania.......Jan. ........ 61 56% 173 58% 74% 

July ...... 338 65% 66 44% 16% 64% 54% 38% 
Rhode Island....... Mar. ...... 8 75% 12 42% 60% 

Sept. ...... 19 79% 4 50% 17% 78% 49% 37% 
South Carolina...Feb......... 51 69% 4 50% 7% 

June ...... 26 85% 11 45% 30% 74% 47% 16% 
South Dakota......Aug. ...... 21 86% 1 0% 5% 86% 0% 5% 
Tennessee.............Feb. ........ 47 89% 12 33% 22% 

June ...... 96 86% 16 31% 14% 86% 32% 16% 
; Mar. ...... 

June 

ee. 
ee ee Sept. ...... 58 88% 6 100% 9% 88% 100% 9% 
Vermont................ | 12 92% 1 0% 8% 92% 0% 8% 
Virginia................. June ...... 192 55% 81 36% 30% 

Dee. ...... 103 80% 101 40% 50% 63% 38% 38% 
Washington.......... Jom. ........ 34 711% 22 73% 39% 

July ...... 105 74% 17 15% 14% 73% 69% 22% 
West Virginia.....Mar. ...... 8 100% 0 0% 

Sept. ...... 8 100% 0 ee 0% 100% cae 0% 
Wisconsin............. July ...... 28 89% 3 33% 10% 89% 33% 10% 
Wyoming.............. a 1 100% 3 100% 75% 

June ...... 15 100% 3 100% 17% 100% 100% 27% 
SE aie nites 10,031 71% 5,298 43% 35% 11% 43% 35% 








Nevada and Texas did not furnish separate figures on first-timers and repeaters. 
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Rosert L. Rocers, II R. V. GOODLETT 


Secretary of the Secretary of the 
Arkansas Board of Law Examiners Kentucky Board of Bar Examiners 


Annual Meeting Photographs 


ARTHUR H. NIGHSWANDER SAMUEL M. Bowe 


Member of the New Hampshire Member of the 
Board of Bar Examiners Oregon Board of Bar Examiners 
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Fees and Fingers in Nevada 


Instructions recently printed for applicants to the bar of Nevada 

show the following fees: 

(a) $35.00 for the applicant not previously admitted in any juris- 
diction. 

(b) $125.00 for the applicant who is an attorney and previously 
admitted to practice in another jurisdiction. 

(c) $35.00 for the applicant who, within 2 years prior to applying 
for admission to the State Bar of Nevada, has, while a resi- 
dent of the State of Nevada, been admitted to practice in any 
other state or the District of Columbia and who has not prac- 
ticed law in any state or the District of Columbia. 

Another provision of interest is: 

“Fingerprinting. Every applicant must be fingerprinted at a 
police or sheriff’s office. Such office should forward applicant’s 
fingerprints to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and request, 
in writing, that the Bureau’s report obtained on his fingerprints 
be forwarded to: Executive Secretary, State Bar of Nevada, P. O. 
Box 2125, Reno, Nevada.” 


— 


Virginia Changes its Rules 


The Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia has tightened its rules 
regarding the admission on motion of attorneys from other states. 

The old rule provided that the attorney in his application show 
he intended “to devote the major portion of his time to the practice 
of law in Virginia” and furnish a certificate from a judge of the highest 
court of the jurisdiction from which the applicant comes “stating that 
within the preceding five years such applicant has been, for not less 
than three years, entitled to practice law in said court.” 

The new rule requires the applicant to certify that he intends to 
practice law full time as a member of the Virginia Bar and to furnish 
a certificate from a judge of the court of last resort of the jurisdiction 
in which he is entitled to practice law, stating that he has been so 
licensed for at least five years. 

It is further provided that the Court will determine whether the 
applicant is a proper person to practice law, has made such progress 
in the practice of law that it would be unreasonable to require him 
to take an examination, and has become a permanent resident of the 


Commonwealth. 
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Nevada—Fees and Fingerprinting 

Nighswander, Arthur H.—See “Law Office Study” 

Smith, Talbot—“The Profession of Law” 

Statistics—See “Bar Examinations” 

Virginia—Changes in Rules 
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